phase of reform must slow the growth of health care costs and improve value through payment reforms, including bundling of payments and payments for episodes of care. Some savings will derive from implementation of innovative models of care, such as accountable care organizations, medical homes, transitional care, and community-based care. We believe that if we are to bridge the gap in primary care and establish new approaches to care delivery, all health care providers must be permitted to practice to the fullest extent of their knowledge and competence. This will require establishing a standardized and broadened scope of practice for advanced-practice registered nurses -in particular, nurse practitioners -for all states. Nurses' role in primary care has recently received substantial scrutiny, as demand for primary care has increased and nurse practitioners have gained traction with the public. Evidence from many studies indicates that primary care services, such as wellness and prevention services, diagnosis and management of many common uncomplicated acute illnesses, and management of chronic diseases such as diabetes can be provided by nurse practitioners at least as safely and effectively as by physicians. 1 After reviewing the issue, an Institute of Medicine (IOM) panel recently reiterated this conclusion and called for expansion of nurses' scope of practice in primary care. 2 Some physicians' organizations argue that physicians' longer, more intensive training means that nurse practitioners cannot deliver primary care services that are as high-quality or safe as those of physicians. But physicians' additional training has not been shown to result in a measurable difference from that of nurse practitioners in the quality of basic primary care services. 1, 2 We are not arguing that nurse practitioners are substitutes for these physicians, but rather that we should consider how primary care services can be more effec- tively provided to more people with the use of the full primary care workforce. The critical factors limiting nurse practitioners' capacity to practice to the full extent of their education, training, and competence are state-based regulatory barriers. States vary in terms of what they allow nurse practitioners to do, and this variance appears not to be correlated with performance on any measure of quality or safety. There are no data to suggest that nurse practitioners in states that impose greater restrictions on their practice provide safer and better care than those in less restrictive states or that the role of physicians in less restrictive states has changed or deteriorated.
Broadening the Scope of Nursing Practice
There is variation in several aspects of practice, including requirements for prescribing privileges, oversight and chart reviews, and the maximum "collaboration ratios" for nurse practitioners working with physicians. In some states, nurses cannot certify home health care visits or stays in skilled nursing facilities or hospice, order durable equipment, admit patients to hospitals without a physician's supervision or collaborative agreements, or prescribe medications without physician oversight. Nurses tend to move from more restrictive to less restrictive states, and from primary to specialist care, with a resulting loss of access to care for patients. Credentialing and payment are also linked to state regulations: more restrictive states are less likely than those allowing independent practice to credential nurse practitioners as primary care providers. 2, 3 Sixteen states plus the District of Columbia have already The trend toward easing restrictions is propelled by recent reports from several blue-ribbon panels. In addition to the IOM report, which specifically targets regulatory barriers, several policy briefs from other organizations, including the Macy Foundation, support broader scope-of-practice boundaries. One of the largest consumer groups, the AARP (formerly the American Association of Retired Persons), also supports an expanded role for nurse practitioners in primary care.
In addition to the data on the quality of care, the expected dramatic increase in demand for primary care services from Americans with insurance, and the impending shortage of primary care providers, there are several other reasons to relax state regulations. Effective implementation of new delivery models, such as medical homes and accountable care organizations, which would provide chronic disease management and transitional care, requires the establishment of interdisciplinary teams in which nurses provide a range of services, from case management to health and illness management. Such an expanded scope of practice and team-based approaches including nurse practitioners have been shown to improve quality and patient satisfaction and reduce costs at the Veterans Administration Health System, Geisinger Health System, and Kaiser Permanente. 2 Reductions in cost associated with broadening nurse practitioners' scope of practice can be seen elsewhere as well. In U.S. retail clinics, where cost savings have been documented, nurse practitioners provide most of the care. But retail clinics have been slow to expand in states with more restrictive scope-of-practice regulations. Research in Massachusetts shows that using nurse practitioners or physician assistants to their full capacity could save the state $4.2 billion to $8.4 billion over 10 years and that greater use of retail clinics staffed primarily by nurse practitioners could save an additional $6 billion. 3 Since nurse practitioners' education is supported by federal and state funding, we are underutilizing a valuable government investment. Moreover, nurse practitioner training is the fastest and least expensive way to address the primary care shortage. Between 3 and 12 nurse practitioners can be educated for the price of educating 1 physician, and more quickly. 5 Despite the robust rationale for broadening nurse practitioners' scope of practice, key medical organizations oppose the idea. The American Medical Association, the American Osteopathic Association, the American Academy of Pediatrics, and the American Academy of Family Physicians all support requiring direct supervision of nurse practitioners by physicians. As health care reform advances, implementation of payment reforms -including global or bundled team-based payments and medical homebased payments -may ease professional tensions and fears of substitution while enhancing support for an increased scope of nursing practice.
Legal considerations also seem to favor such a trend. The Federal Trade Commission recently evaluated proposed laws in three states and found several whose stringent requirements for physician supervision of nurses might be considered anticompetitive. The agency has also investigated proposed state policies that would protect professional interests rather than consumers. 2 This is a critical time to support an expanded, standardized scope of practice for nurses. Economic forces, demographics, the gap between supply and demand, and the promised expansion of care necessitate changes in primary care delivery. A growing shortage of primary care providers seems to ensure that nurses will ultimately be required to practice to their fullest capacity. Fighting the expansion of nurse practitioners' scope of practice is no longer a defensible strategy. The challenge will be for all health care professionals to embrace these changes and come together to improve U.S. health care.
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